The conference used a two-tier review system, a continuation and refinement of a process begun with ISMB 2013 in an effort to better ensure thorough and fair reviewing. Under the revised process, each of the 191 submissions was first reviewed by at least three expert referees, with a subset receiving between four and eight reviews, as needed. These formal reviews were frequently supplemented by online discussion among reviewers and Area Chairs to resolve points of dispute and reach a consensus on each paper. Among the 191 submissions, 29 were conditionally accepted for publication directly from the first round review based on an assessment of the reviewers that the paper was clearly above par for the conference. A subset of 16 papers were viewed as potentially in the top tier but raised significant questions the reviewers felt might be resolved by the authors in a response. The authors of these 16 papers were invited to submit revisions and responses to the round one criticisms for a second round review by the area chairs and other members of the program committee as needed. Nine of these 16 papers were judged to have addressed the concerns of the reviewers and were conditionally accepted for the conference proceedings, making a total of 38 conditional acceptances. In total, the two-tier review process involved 665 individual reviews. One conditionally accepted paper was subsequently withdrawn based on problems arising post-review, while the remaining 37 were approved for the final conference proceedings and presentation. We believe this twotier system, more reflective of typical multi-round journal review procedures, provided a fairer process for ensuring only the highest quality original work was accepted within the tight timing constraints imposed by the conference scheduling. We recognize the process is not perfect and some outstanding work might have been rejected despite our best efforts. Nonetheless, we are hopeful that all authors received helpful feedback on their work and that most believed their submissions were judged fairly and expertly, if not always correctly.
We are grateful to the Area Chairs, the members of the program committee and the external subreviewers for their outstanding efforts in conducting a thorough review process under tight time constraints. We also thank Steven Leard for his continuing support with the review process; the team at Oxford University Press for preparing this special proceedings volume; Conference Chairs Bonnie Berger and Janet Kelso; and the other members of the ISMB Steering Committee, including Burkhard Rost, Diane Kovats, Paul Horton and Reinhard Schneider, for their advice and supervision. We are also grateful to Nir Ben-Tal, the proceedings chair of ISMB 2013, for sharing his experience and various helpful documents on the review process. 
